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Current Topics. 


New and Pending Legislation, 

THE Licensing Bill, which is a consolidation Bill, and which 
we discussed recently (60 Soiicirors’ JOURNAL, p. 692), has 
received the Royal Assent, and there is a considerable body of 
legislation—mainly emergency legislation—now under discus 
sion in Parliament. The Registration of Business Names Bill, 
which has had a hesitating course through the House of Lords, 
and has met with a mixed reception in the House of Commons, 
we notice elsewhere. The Defence of the Realm (Acquisition 
of Land) Bill, which was suggested by Mr. Duke’s Losses Com 
mission in order to prevent the public from losing the benefit 
of buildings constructed on land taken for war purposes, has, 
after lengthy consideration, been passed by the House of 
Commons. The Anzac (Restriction on Trade Use of Word) 
Bill we noticed last week. The Trading with the Enemy and 
Export of Prohibited Goods imposes penalties for false state- 
ments in connection with Ycences for trading which are re- 
quired under the Trading with the Enemy Acts and Proclama- 
tions. We have already noticed the great body of litigation 
a hundred years ago in this connection which the reports reveal, 
and it is still apparently expedient to provide facilities for trade 
notwithstanding war prohibitions. Recent criminal proceedings 
in connection with the Army Clothing Department have ren- 
dered necessary the Prevention of Corruption Bill. The maxi- 
mum penalties under the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1906, 
and the Public Bodies Corrupt Practices Act, 1889, are, in the 
case of contractors with Government Departments or public 
bodies, to be increased to seven years’ penal servitude. The 
Spectator, we observe, considers that during war the offence 
should be capital, which is a sign of the excesses to which it is 
possible to go. It is also provided that, when the receipt of 
money by an employee is shewn, there shall be a presumption 
of corruption unless the contrary is proved. And there is the 
Special Register Bill in the House of Commons, which makes 
provision for the preparation of a new register of electors to 
come into force on 3lst May, 1917. 


Delay in Privy Council Appeals. 

Tue Judicial Committee in a recent case from Ceylon 
(Times, 28th ult.) commented severely upon the extraordinary 
delays that are possible in the hearing of appeals from that 
colony and from India. In the particular case an occupier of 
lands had been deprived for seven years of power to utilise or 
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dispose of his rights by the initiation of vexatious proceedings 
which the Board held to be prima facie and obviously un- 
founded, and by the entering of a series of appeals. The 
Board evidently considered that every possible facility for 
obstructing and delaying final judgment had been ingeniously 
exploited by the unsuccessful parties, and most people will 
agree that there must be something wrong in a system of 
procedure which renders possible such delays. Our self- 
governing colonies, such as Australia and Canada, have 
attempted to diminish this evil by securing the enactment of 
Imperial Legislation restricting appeals to the Judicial Com- 
mittee ; the Canadian method is to give the appellant a choice 
between two final forums—the Board and the Dominion 
Supreme Court If he chooses the iatter, he cannot appeal 
to the Board without special leave, and this is only granted 
where a principle of great importance is at stake India has 
no Supreme Court; each presidency or province has a high 
court or full court of its own One wonders whether it might 
not be possible to apply the Canadian precedent to India, and 
establish there a Supreme Court for the hearing of appeals, 
civil and criminal, arising in any part of the Indian Empire. 


The Late Mr. George Elliott, K.C. 

THe peatu of Mr. GeorGce Evuiorr at the early age of fifty 
six removes from the Old Bailey one of its most familiar figures 
The late King’s Counsel can scarcely be described as one of 
the leading advocates of his day, for outside criminal and 
licensing cases his practice was not extensive. But he was 
certainly to the ordinary layman one of the best known of 
forensic orator His geni ility, courtesy, quiet common sense 
and shrewd eye for those features in a case which are most 
likely to impress the common man, made him extremely 
successful in conducting defences either in jury trials or before 
justices He had no quarrels with the bench, no wranglings 
with his professional opponents. He never browbeat witnesses, 
and he never made the somewhat extravagant appeals to 
sentiment which are supposed to be characteristic of the Old 
Bailey practitioner 3ut he talked plain sense in a hearty 
way that reached home to the mind of the average juryman, 
and so he got his verdicts in the face of more eloquent advo- 
cates and more learned lawyers. TIlis great asset was his un- 
equalled tact In the words of the old New England rhyme 
‘ Tact clinches the bargain, sails out of the bay, 

Gets the vote in the Senate, ’spite of Webster and Clay 


Next to his tact Mr. E.uiort’s greatest professional asset 
was his good nature; he had no “ side,’’ and was unaffectedly 
full of camaraderie towards all men, from police constables and 
office boys to judges and law officers He was a clean, straight 
fighter, too, whom the bench and the jury instinctively felt 
could be relied on to do the square thing; he never descended 
to trickery or concealment in order to secure a win. Out- 
side his profession, to which he was devoted, he had few in- 
terests in life, and—although he stood twice as a Parliament- 
ary candidate in the Unionist interest—it may be doubted if 
; Modest, simple, unaffected 


in all his manners and ways, he was also a trifle old-fashioned, 
well-known coffee 


and clung to the precincts of ‘‘ Groom’s”’ 
house as his luncheon haunt when other successful or ambi- 
tious men had deserted it for Hall or Common Room. In the 
faithful circle of men who still frequent that time-honoured 
haunt of forensic aspirants to fame he will be greatly missed 
and not easily forgotten. Even in these sad days of war his 
genial smile and ready flow of entertaining anecdote did not 
a little to banish for a moment from the table he favoured the 


he cared very deeply for politics 


gloom which surrounds us all. 


Appeals from Military Service Tribunals. 

It 1s now generally accepted as good law that the local and 
appeal tribunals set up under the Military Service Acts are in 
the nature of inferior courts of law, bound by the normal rules 
of procedure except in so far as their own statutory regulations 
otherwise provide, and subject. to the ordinary control of such 
bodies by the High Court In R. v. Grimsby Section of the 
Lincolnshire Appeal Tribunal (Times, 31st ult.), this principle 
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has just been applied in a very interesting way. The doctrines 
laid down in cases connected with magisterial tribunals—such 
as Foss vy. Best (1906, 2 K. B. 105), Hughes v. Wavertree 
(1894, 58 J. P. 654), and Mayer v. Harding (1866, 31 J. P. 
376)—as regards the effect of non-compliance with rules of 
procedure upon the jurisdiction of a court to entertain appeals, 
have been extended by the Divisional Court and the Court of 
Appeal to these new tribunals. The doctrines in question are 
two in number. The first is to the effect that certain rules 
of procedure—e.g., those which provide for the service of 
notices on parties or courts—are merely ‘‘ directory,’’ not im- 
perative, and compliance with them may be waived, expressly 
or impliedly, by the other party to the case. Breach of these 
rules does not destroy jurisdiction unless the other party is 
thereby prejudiced. The second part of the doctrine is that, 
even when a rule of procedure is “‘ imperative ’’ and an indis- 
pensable condition precedent to the existence of jurisdiction 
e.g., the doing of acts in the law within a prescribed time 
failure to observe the condition precedent is not fatal if 
observance of it was in fact impossible. In such a case the 
party in default must shew that he has done all he can to 
observe the condition—which is technically called ‘‘ making a 
sufficient compliance with it’’—and that the other party has 
not in fact suffered prejudice. If he can do that, the court 
has jurisdiction. But in which of these categories are we to 
put the case where a rule of procedure says a certain official 
‘ prescribed form ’’ must be used, and this cannot be obtained 
because the demand exceeds the supply? This was what 
happened in the Grimshy case (supra), where a military repre- 
sentative wished to enter an appeal against a local tribunal 
certificate of exemption, but could not obtain from the clerk 
the prescribed form; though he had done all he could to 
remedy the omission by giving adequate notices to all parties 
The Court of Appeal did not decide between the 
two categories, but held that—even if the rule as to “ pre- 
scribed forms’’ was ‘‘ imperative’’ and not merely “‘ direc- 
tory ’’—there had been a “ sufficient compliance ’’ with it— 
full compliance being impossible without any default of the 
military representative—to satisfy the condition precedent and 
confer jurisdiction on the appeal tribunal. 
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Perjury after Verdict. 

THe Court of Criminal Appeal had to decide in RP. v. 
Wheeler (1916, W. N. 347) a vexed point under the Criminal 
Evidence Act, 1898. After a verdict of guilty has been 
found, or after a prisoner pleads guilty, the common practice 
of criminal judges is to ask the prosecution what is ‘‘ known’ 
about the prisoner. A police witness or two gives sworn testi- 
mony in the box, and the accused is permitted to call witnesses 
as to character. He usually makes some statement of his 
own, not under oath, in reply to the question of the clerk, 
‘‘ Have you anything to say why sentence should not be passed 
upon you according to law?’’ ; although, strictly, his only right 
at that stage is to move in arrest of judgment on some tech- 
nical objection. But supposing, for any reason, he asks and is 
accorded permission to give evidence in the box at this stage, 
is such evidence regular? This was the point that came up 
in R. v. Wheeler (supra); and it arose in this way: WHEELER 
was a milk dealer, and was charged at Acton Police Court with 
selling milk deficient in fat—which is a summary offence by 
virtue of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, s. 6, and 
the Sale of Milk Regulations made by the Board of Agricul 
ture under statutory powers. He pleaded guilty. Then the 
prosecutor suggested that he had deliberately mixed skimmed 
with new milk, thereby causing the deficiency. This the 
accused denied, and he got permission to deny on oath that 
he had been in the habit of purchasing skimmed milk. The 
prosecutor, in turn, was allowed to call evidence rebutting 
this, and then sentence was passed. WHEELER was afterwards 
indicted and convicted of perjury at the Central Criminal 
Court on the ground that his statement about his purchase of 
skimmed milk was false, and the question for the Court of 
Criminal Appeal was whether or not a charge of perjury would 
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The Statutory Offence of Perjury. 


THe EFFEcT of the first section of the Perjury Act, 1911— 
itself merely codified common and statute law—is that the 
offence of perjury is only committed if the accused makes the 
false statement while ‘‘ /awfully sworn as a witness,’’ and, if 
it was “material’’ in a ‘‘ judicial proceeding.”’ Here the 
‘materiality’? may be taken for granted, since clearly it 
affected the seriousness of the offence, and therefore the weight 
of sentence. But was the accused ‘‘lawfully’’ sworn? 
‘‘ Every person charged with an offence,’’ says the Criminal 
Evidence Act, 1898, s. 1, “ shall be a competent 
witness for the defence at every stage of the proceedings”’ ; 
but section 2 goes on to add that ‘‘ where the only witness to the 
facts of the case called by the defence is the person charged, 
he shall be called as a witness immediately after the close of 
the evidence for the prosecution.’’ The first section seems 
wide enough to include evidence after verdict or plea of guilty 
as being given at a ‘‘ stage’’ in the proceedings, although sec- 
tion 2 seems not to contemplate at all that any sworn evi- 
dence will be given by the defence after the close of the casé. 
In face of this apparent inconsistency in the Act, the Court 
took the wider view, held that the evidence was regular, and 
upheld the conviction for perjury. 


Alien Enemies and Proof of Debts. 


THE DECISION of the Daimler Co.’s case (60 Soticirors 
JournaL, 602; 1915, A. C. 307) went upon the ground that 
the secretary of the company had no authority to institute the 
action, and strictly it was unnecessary to decide whether a 
company incorporated in the United Kingdom could, under any 
and what circumstances, be an enemy or assume an enemy char 
acter ; but opinions on the question were pronounced, in parti- 
cular by Lord ParkER, whose judgment was prepared with the 
assistance and collaboration of Lord SuMNER, and who 
enunciated in a series of six propositions the rules which 
he considered applicable to companies. Some of these have 
been considered in Re Hilckes, Ex parte Muhesa Rubber Plan- 
tations (Limited) (Times, 28th ult.), where the trustee in bank 
ruptcy of the debtor had rejected the proof of the creditor com- 
pany on the ground that the company, though registered as an 
English company, was in reality a German trading concern. 
The company, in fact, was formed to deal with a rubber estate 
in German East Africa, and Horripce, J., affirmed the re- 
jection, not on the ground of German control of the company, 
but because it fell within the sixth of Lord ParkeEr’s rules 
“A company registered in the United Kingdom, but carrying 
on business in an enemy country, is to be regarded as an 
enemy.’’ But in the Court of Appeal it was considered that 
the rule thus barely stated was inconsistent with the other 
grounds of the Daimler judgment. It was necessary to look, 
not only at the actual place of carrying on business, but at the 
character of the agents by whom the business was carried on, 
and if these resided in this or a friendly country, they were 
prima facie to be regarded as friends, and the company had 
no enemy character. The Court of Appeal held that this was 
so in the present case—the directors and the secretary were all 
English and the control was in London—and accordingly the 
decision of Horripce, J., was reversed, and the company’s 
proof admitted. And apart from this, it seems that in bank- 
ruptcy an alien enemy is entitled to have his proof admitted, 
though payment is postponed till the end of the war: Ex parte 
Boussmaker (13 Ves. 71). 


The Right to Affirm. 

[tT SEEMS a little difficult to understand how any recruiting 
officer, in the days of voluntary enlistment and attestation, 
should have refused to take a much-needed man because he 
desired to ‘‘ affirm ’’ instead of ‘‘ swear ’’ in taking the attes- 
tation oath—a right clearly conferred by the Oaths Act, 1888, 
upon persons without religious belief or whose religious 
belief forbids them to take an oath. Yet this happened at 
Harringay recruiting office last year, as came out in Towler 
v. Sutton (Times, 26th ult.), with the result that the 





Divisional Court had to consider a case stated by the Middle- 
sex Justices as to the legal effect of the officer’s mistake. An 
atheist offered to attest, and was passed by the doctor, but re- 
fused by the recruiting officer because he desired to affirm 
instead of taking the oath. The result seems to follow that the 
man has “‘ offered himself for enlistment ’’ and ‘‘ been rejected’”’ 
since August, 1915, in such a way as to bring him within the 
sixth exception in the First Schedule to the Military Service 
(No. 1) Act, 1916. It was argued for the Crown that an 
illegal rejection was invalid, and could not be relied on by 
the person illegally rejected; also that ‘‘ rejection’’ in the 
schedule meant ‘‘ rejection on medical grounds ’’—a view 
which is no doubt not unreasonable. But the High Court re- 
fused to fill in a /acuna in a penal statute, and held that the 
appellant was exempt from serving. 


Excess Profits and the Percentage Standard. 

NuMERovuS DECISIONS have been given lately by the Board 
of Referees under the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915, on applica- 
tions for an increase in the ‘‘statutory percentage’’ for the 
purposes of Excess Profits Duty. The statutory percentage is 
a device introduced by section 40 of the Act for ascertaining 
in certain cases the pre-war standard of profits. It is six per 
cent. in the case of a trade or business carried on by a company, 
and seven per cent. in the case of a business carried on by indi- 
viduals. This is calculated speaking generally—on the 
amount of pre-war capital, and the calculation gives the ‘‘ per- 
centage standard ’’ of profits. The deduction of this from the 
actual profits of an accounting period during the war, with the 
deduction also of the allowance of £200, then gives the amount 
of excess profits on part of which duty is payable. In ordinary 
cases the pre-war profits are calculated on the average of any 
two out of the last three pre-war years ; but. if this is less than 
the percentage standard, or if there has been less than a 
year of pre-war (Schedule 4, Part II., r. 4), the percentage 
standard is substituted. Section 42 of the Act provides for 
applications such as those to which we have referred, to increase 
under special circumstances the statutory percentage, with 
the result, of course, of diminishing the excess profits. 





The Registration of Business 
Names Bill, 


THREE months ago (60 SoLicirors’ JOURNAL, p. 663) we com- 
mented on the Registratiqn of Business Names Bill as amended 
by the Select Committee of the House of Lords, and we re- 
ferred to the curious history it had had. The project of a 
eeneral system of registration of firms was started in 1878, 
but for more than thirty years it received comparatively little 
support. On the introduction of the Bill in January of this 
year it was opposed by Lord Sumner and Lord Parmoor, and, 
the Government declining to assist it, it was rejected. It was 
re-introduced and read a second time on 22nd March, and 
was referred to a Select Committee. The Committee included 
Lord SypeEnHAM, Lord Wrensury, and Lord Murr-Mac- 
KENZIE, and careful consideration was given to the drafting of 
the Bill. The most important witness on this head was Sir 
Puitie S. Grecory, and a perusal of his evidence in the Com- 
mittee’s printed report (pp. 34 et seq.) shews the difficulties 
which had to be contended with—e.g., as regards the use of 
the word ‘‘ person,’’ and the meaning of ‘‘ surname ’’—in order 
to give the measure its proper scope and make it effectual. But 
the driving power necessary for bringing the measure to birth, 
had hitherto been wanting, was at last found in an 
indirect manner in the war. The Bill had not been brought 
forward as an emergency measure ; if it had, it would, of course, 
have been a Government Bill, and would have received quite 
different treatment. The Committee, however, in their report 
expressed ‘‘ their strong opinion that the Bill would be of 
special value under the conditions both of the warfare now 
prevailing and of the state of things which may be expected 
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to arise immediately afterwards,’’ and they submitted the Bill 
to the House as one which ought to be pressed forward without 
delay. 


The operative part of the Bill is contained in clause 1. It 


does not require all firms and persons carrying on business to | 


be registered. The requirement is restricted, as regards firms, 

to firms carrying on business in the United Kingdom 
under a business name which does not consist of the true surnames 
of all partner ho are lividuals, and the corporate names of all 
partner who are t rations without uni) addition other than the 
true Christian names of the individuals, or initials of such Christian 
names 

And, as regards individuals, to any individual 
carrying on business at any place in the United Kingdom under a 
business name which does not consist of his true surname, without 
any addition other than his true Christian name or names, or the 
initials thereof. 

But there are various exceptions, including the case of a 
business carried on by a legal personal representative, or a 
trustee of a will or of a deed of arrangement, or a receiver 
and manager appointed by the court. 

Clause 2 requires, in cases where a business is carried on by 
a nominee, agent or trustee, registration of the true Christian 
name and surname of the principal or beneficiary. Clauses 
3 to 5 prescribe the manner and particulars and time of regis- 
tration, and clause 6 provides for registration of changes in 
the firm. Clause 7 imposes a penalty of £1 a day for default 
in registration, unless the default is remedied within the time 
specified in a notice from the Board of Trade; and clause 8 con 
tains a curious provision under which a defaulter is prevented 
from enforcing his rights under a contract so long as the default 
continues. Clause 11 provides for registration offices at Lon- 
don, Edinburgh, and Dublin, the registrar being the registrar 
of companies in each of those cities, ‘* or such other existing 
official as the Treasury may determine.”’ 
for inspection of the registers by the public on payment ot 
fees not exceeding Is. for each inspection, and clause 13 em 


Clause 12 provides 


powers the Board of Trade to make rules concerning fees, 
The definition 
clause, which is specially important, is as follows 


forms and certain other specified matters 


15. In the construction of this Act the followine word ind 
expressions shall have the meanings in this section assigned to them 
unless there be ymmething in the sul ject or context repugnant to such 
construction 

Firm hall mean an unincorporated body of two or more 
individuals, or one or more individuals and one or more coi 
porations, who have entered into partnership with one another 

th a view to carrying on business for profit, but shall not 
include any corporate body, or any firm registered under the 
Limited Partnerships Act, 1907, or any unincorporated company 
which was in existence on the second day of November, 1862 : 

Busine hall include every trade, occupation or pro 
fession 

‘* Individual’’ shall mean a natural person and shall not 

include a corporation 

True surname’’ shall mean the surname under which an 
individual is for the time being known, not including a surname 
ad ipted or assumed for business } urposes 

Court shall mean the High Court or the county court in 
the district of which the business is carried on : 

* Busine name shall mean the name or style under which 
any busine s carried on, whether in partnership or otherwise 

Prescribed shall mean prescribed by rules made in 
pursuance of this Act. 

But if the history of the measure was curious before, it is 
still more curious since it was introduced into the House of 
Although not strictly a Government measure, it 
has been taken under the protection of the Board of Trade, but 
still it is not a war measure. ‘‘ This,’’ said Mr. Prettyman, in 
the second reading debate on Tuesday, ‘‘ was not a war measure, 
but it clearly would have been very useful to the State to have 
known wher the war broke out the nationality of all who did 
business under trade names in this country, and it would be 
useful to have this knowledge when we came to consider the 
trade situation after the war.”’ But he intimated that it 
would have to be considerably amended in Committee, in parti- 
cular by strengthening the penalty clauses, and the definition 
of ‘‘ true surname The surname, he pointed out, might be 
one recently assumed, and a period of time would have to be 
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fixed within which any changes of name which had occurred 
must be stated; and he added that experience pointed in like 
manner to the necessity of any change of nationality being re- 
corded, no matter how long ago it took place. 

The debate which followed shewed pretty clearly that the 
House had lost sight of the real genesis and object of the 
measure, and looked upon it merely as a war measure designed 
to root out German influence in business. There was a demand 

of course, quite impracticable—that it should include the 


| alteration of the Law of Naturalization, and one member 


moved its rejection—though without finding a supporter—on 
the ground that it was not drastic enough. In the result it 
was read a second time on the understanding that extensive 
amendments were to be proposed in Committee. 

In this development of the matter we cannot do better than 
quote again Lord SuMNER’s words in the second debate in the 
House of Lords :— 

If and in so far as this Bill is directed to dealing with questions 
in connection with the admission of aliens to this country as traders, 
their admission to citizenship, and so forth, I venture to suggest 
that it may prejudge an issue that ought only to be decided very 
gravely, and that there is no possible excuse for treating it as a 
matter to be gone into now, at a time when only emergency legis 
lation is really desirable. 

This puts the matter in its true perspective. It is, of course, 
doubtful whether the Bill is wanted as a war measure, and 
probably all that is required in respect of German businesses, 
consistent with settled principles of law, can be effected under 
the existing Trading with the Enemy Acts. The Executive 
has been active in promoting emergency legislation, and yet it 
never seems to have discovered that the present Bill was re- 
quired on that ground. As a measure for perpetuating the 
present unhappy strife in Europe by a trade war to follow the 
military war, it is to be deprecated, and, so far as we tan 
judge, all the better opinion is against such a prolongation of 
international enmity. Already, before the war, the tendency 
to emphasize national distinctions was observed. ‘* The 
fashion—a passing one, let us hope,’’ said Sir Freperiek 
PoLtock, in the Cambridge Modern History, ‘‘is rather to 
exaggerate national and racial differences.’’ This has been 
further strengthened by the war, and is crystallized in the 
phrase, ‘‘the wild asses of nationalism,’’ which will have 
struck readers of ‘‘ Mr. Britling.’’ The only safe test for any 
legislation is that, while making the prosecution of the war 
effective, it shall not make the return of peace more difficult. 
As an emergency measure, we can understand the present 
Bill, but then it will have to be amended out. of recognition. 
As a permanent measure, the proper consideration is whether 
it will really be required by business men in this country when 
international relations have resumed their normal course. On 
that point it seems to us the evidence is somewhat wanting. 
But under all the circumstances the future course of the Bill 
will be watched with interest. It must not be forgotten that 
in its present form it is the result of skilled drafting and of 
careful consideration in the House of Lords. 








Books of the Week. 


History. — The Manufacture of Historical Material: An 
Elementary Study in the Sources of Story. By J. W. Jeupwtne, 
LL.B. (Camb.), Barrister-at-Law. Williams & Norgate. 6s. net. 

Poor Suitors.—The Practice of “Poor Persons” Cases in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature, England and Wales. By Aprtan H. 
Hassarb-SHort, Secretary to the London Prescribed Offivers (Poor 
Persons). Stevens & Haynes. 2s. 6d. net. 

Diary.—The Solicitors’ Diary, Almanac and Legal Directory, 
1917. 73rd year of publication. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 

Diary.—The Legal Diary and Almanac, 1917. 38th year of 
publication. Waterlow Brothers & Leyton (Limited). 

The Law Quarterly Review. October, 1916. Edited by the Right 
Hon. Sir Freperick Pouiock, Bart., D.C.L., LL.D. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited), 5s. net. 

Case and Comment. The Lawyers’ Magazine, October, 1916, 
Lawyers’ Co-operative Publishing Co., Rochester, New York. 
15 cents. 

Council of Legal Education Calendar, 1916-17. Offices of the 
Council, Lincoln’s Inn. 2s. 6d. 
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Correspondence. 


Lighting Regulations and the Legal Day. 
[U'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—Is it not possible to obtain an emergency revision of 
ord. 64, r. 11, which prescribes that service of 
&c., shall be good for the day of service if effected before the hour 
of sie? I am informed that the hour of four obtains in Canada 
for the like purpose, and in these days of stringent lighting regu 
lations and dark streets it would be of distinct advantage if our 
own limit of time could, for the winter months at least, be changed 
Perhaps the Law Society will move in the matter. 
Ciry SoLiciror 


summonses, 


to five. 


November 1. 





The Retirement of Judges, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 


Sir,—I am sorry that the Government did not accept the 
generous proposal of Sir W. G. F. Phillimore, and regret any 
annoyance caused to him by my letter. 
I still hope that resignations will not be 
beginning of Michaelmas term. EK. T. 
80, Coleman-street, London, E.C., October 51. 


announced at the 
HARGRAVES. 





Enemy Properties in Nigeria. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—With reference to the sale of the above properties, I would 
call attention to the fact that in such particulars and conditions of 
sale as have come under my notice of enemy properties, consisting 
of shares in companies, and which have been ordered to be sold 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, by orde: 
of the Public Trustee, the following provisions are made :— 

Every purchaser must be a natural-born British subject, and 
will be required to make and hand to the auctioneers a statutory 
declaration to this effect in the form annexed to these particulars 

The conditions of sale contain the following clauses 

‘1. In the form of declaration attached to the particular 
‘enemy’ has the same meaning as it has in the Trading with the 
Enemy Proclamation No. 2. , 

Foreigner’ means any person who is neither a British subject 
resident nor carrying on business in some part of His Majesty 
dominions, 

Foreign corporation’ means any corporation which is neither 
a corporation established under and subject to the laws of some 
part of His Majesty’s dominions, and having its principal place 
of business in those dominions, nor a corporation established unde 
and subject to the laws of France.” (I do not quite appreciate 
the reason of this exception of one allied nation.) 

Corporation under foreign control’ includes : 


(a) A corporation of which the majority of the directors 
or persons occupying the position of directors by whatever 
name called, are foreigners as above defined, 

‘(b) A corporation, shareholders in which holding shares 
or stock conferring a majority of the votes, aré 
foreign corporations, or persons who hold directly or indirectly 
for foreigners or foreign corporations as above defined. 

“(c) A corporation which is by any other 
a like or a different character in fact under the 
foreigners or foreign corporati« ns as above defined. 

(d) A corporation the executive whereof is a cx 
within (a), (b) or (c) 


foreigners o1 


means whether of 
control of 


rporati 





I cannot at all understand why some such conditions have not 
been adopted in the case of the sale of the Nigeria properties \ 
considerabk portion of the properties in question 


| consisting of i 
freehold and leasehold premises | 


and sites, IT should have thought 
that, a fortiori conditions should anyhow have been 
imposed. I, however, sincerely hope that the authorities will 
consider the position and entirely exclude subjects of Allied o1 
friendly nations from bidding or any British subject bidding on | 
the Ir behalf. 

I would venture to crystallize the view T have put forward in 
the form of the phrase, “The British Empire for the subjects of 
the British Empire.” Whatever decision is arrived at, surely the 
proper course is again to p stpone the sale so as to allow time for 
the particulars and conditions to reach the British Overseas | 
Dominions and English Colonies {rcHarp Kixa 

181, Temple-chambers, E.C., November 2 
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Court of Appeal. 


Re WILLIAMS. WILLIAMS v. BALL. No.1. 25th October. 
Lire Powicy \uTHOoRITY TO Receive MONEYs 
PoLicy NMENT—POWER OF 


VOID! 


DISPOSITION 

INDORSED No CompLetep As 
ATTORNEY A Donor’s Deatu 

The holder ¢ i ’ mee on th yen life handed it 

nemorandum rizing A B to drau 

h lder predeceasing her. No 

the ym pany 


Inst RANCE 
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to A B, 
the 
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ruth 
en, no y notice to 


sment wa 


do 18 
sured. 


The 
death of the aa 
Astbury, J., on 
s policy of 
New York 
led it to his house 


to AB 
the 


ion 


Appt i] Irom a de mn an 
originating mmo! itor had taken 
on h iil Mutual Lift Insurance 
£1,000 Soo fter the date of the pol ‘ 
keeper, Ada that he inten it for her after 
keeping it me ¢ d it back, at the time telling him that 
there is nothing ve her any title to the policy moneys. He 
there indorse the back the following w rds :- l authorize 
my he per, Maude Ball, and no other person, to draw this 
pol y money in 6 event ol my pred easing her, this bei g my sole 
desire and intent the of taking out this policy, and this 18 
my signature 1e testator signed this over No con- 
sideration any notice to the company. The 
testator predecease detendant, and his executors took out the 
present summons to whether this constituted a valid assign 
ment of the policy moneys, and also a question arising on his will which 
does not call for a report Astbury, J., held that there was no valid 
assignment on the grounds of lack of consideration and failure to « ymply 
with the Policies of Assurance Act, 1867. The defendant appealed. . 

Tue Court d the appeal 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., havir g stated the 
question w what was the effect of the d an absol 
sssignment’? Ii rdship’s opinion it at 
Che question a effect of a voluntary gift always involved the 
onsideration ¢ he form used by the donor to carry out the gift The 
a transt f sl s limited mpany, or of Consols, might 
be instanced ; it wa that a mere letter not under seal would 
not the donor uld not have done 
could do to perfect the Of ) e, if there had been con 
sideration the position might have different. If anything, 
the document seemed to be a mere power of attorney given to Miss Sall. 
which, however ed to operate on the d r’s death Then there 
was a further poi! The do« a testamentary 
instrument to take effect , 


ied to be 
mnly, in the ent « the donor predeceasing 
the donee. His lordship asked 
whether there was 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 
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PROVISION FOR NOT LESS THAN THREE 
Appotnt Pustic Trustee To Be Sore Truster 
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This was an originating summons taken out by the trustees of a 
will to have it determined whether they had the power to appoint 
the Public Trustee sole trustee in their place, or, in the alternative, if 
they had no such power, that the Court should so appoint him. The 
testator, who died fifteen years before the passing of the Public Trustee 
Act, 1906, gave his residuary estate to his wife and two other persons 
upon certain trusts immaterial to this report, and he also appointed 
them executors. There w express power in the will for 
the wife during her widowhood, and in case of her re-marriage, for 
her and the surviving or continuing trustees or trustee, or for the 
ist retiring trustees or trustee, to appoint new trustees thereof, pr 
vided that upon any such appointment the number of trustees might 
be augmented or reduced that the number should not be raised 
tbove four or reduced below three The widow died in 1915, and th 
two surviving trustees wished to retire and appoint the Public Trustee 
in their place. The Public Trustee was willing to act if he could 
be validly appointed sole trustee, and the beneficiaries under the 
will wished him appointed. Counsel for the trustees argued that the 
Public Trustee could be appointed sole trustee by virtue of section 5, 
sub-section 1, of the Public Trustee Act, 1906. which created a new 
statutory power altogether untrammelled by the restriction of section 
10, sub-section 5, of the Trustee Act, 1893, and they referred to the 
lictum of Eve, J., in He Leslie’s Hassop Estates (supra), as confirming 
their view. On the other side it was argued (1) that the appointment 
yuld only be made subject to the restriction in section 10, sub-section 
the Trustee Act, 1893; and (2) that if this were not the pro 
V the will that the trustees should not ** reduced below 
three’ a ‘direction to the contrary’’ within sub-section 3, of 
section 5, of the Public Trustee Act, 1906. 

This summons raises the important question whether 
persons having the statutory power of appointing new trustees of a 
will can appoint the Public Trustee as the trustee of the will, 
notwithstanding that the will contains a that upon any 
ippointment of trustees the number is not to be reduced below 
three In the « of Re Leshe’s Hassop Estates (supra) Eve, J., has 
expressed a clear opinion in favour of such an appointment But the 
actual decision in that ¢ was merely that the Court could mak: 
such an appointment, and the relevant statutory provisions are not 
precisely the same in the case of an appointment by the Court, as in 
the case of individual appointors. Here the persons proposing to make 
the appointment are the retiring trustees themselves, and inasmuch as 
both they and the beneficiaries under the settlement are desirous that 
the appointment should be made, there has been some difficulty in 
ecuring an effective argument against the proposed appointment. But 
by arrangement the Public Trustee has been served with the summons 
ind Mr, Sheldon, on his behalf, has assisted me by pointing out very 
effectively such objections as there are to the appointment. Thoug! 
I have not been convinced by his arguments, yet out of respect t 
them, and because of the general importance of the question, I have 
thought it well to put the reasons for my judgment into writing 
Mr. Sheldon’s objec two in number. The first that 
on its true section 5 of the Public Trustee Act mere! 
brings the Public within the scope of the statutory power 
ontained in section the Trustee Act, and enables his appoint 
nent der that se that a such appointment of 
the Public Trustee is subject to all the restrictions of section 10, ir 
cluding those in sub-section 2 (c) and tion 5, and that in the 
present case these last restrictions clearly prohibit the appointment 
now proposed. I am, however, of opinion that the first link in this 
hain of reasoning is defective It seems to me that section 5 of the 
Public Trustee Act, 1906, is not merely by way of addition to the 
statutory power, but is a positive and independent enactment enabling 
ippointment of the Public Trustee on every occasion on which 
a private trustee could be appointed. For instance, after well as 
before. section 5 of the Trustee Act, 1893, or its legislative predecessors 

31 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, section 5 of tl 
Convevaneing Act. 1882, and section 6 of the Conveyancing Act, 1892 
there are in which the power of appointing re 
entirely on the provisions of the will or settlement in question, ar 
is wholly independent of any statutory power. And the language 
section 5 of the Public Trustee Act, 1906, obviously allows the appoint 
ment of the Public Trustee in these « well as in the 
governed by the general legislation. It is true that the oc sion 
appointment, the manner of appointment, and the persons appointir 
are to be the the case of the Public Trustee in the case 
of any other trustee. But this was, in the main, necessary to prevent 
conflict or overlapping, and in any case the use of referential words 

f this kind is sufficiently explicable by reasons of convenience, and 

not of itself enough to convert into a mere modification or extensio 

the statutory power that which is, on the face of it, a power separa 
from and independent of the statute. Indeed, though it may not 

ssary to go ir in this particular case, T am inclined to adopt 
the broad general view suggested by Mr. Hall that (subject, of cour 
. ions 3 and 4) snb-section 1 enables 
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te the restrictions imposed by sub-sectio 
the Public Trustee to be appointed in all cases of appointment 
sole trustee, and sub-section (2) enables the Public Trustee to be le! 
in all cases of retirement as the sole trustee. On this view of tl 
effect of section 5 of the Public Trustee Act, 1906, it is unnecessary for 
me to consider whether the terms of sub-section 1 of that section 
sufficient to override in this respect the provision 

of section 10, of the Trustee Act, 1893. But 


as 
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In Say 
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this I must not be understood as in any way dissenting from the ; : : : Vv 

view expressed by Eve, J., that they are sufficient. Mr. Sheldon’s Evenine ( losing of Shops. 

second objection was the more obvious one, that the provision’ in the " ee 7 = bt ae : 

settlement that the number of trustees is not to be reduced below three . -4 new Order for the earlier closing of shops, in place of the Order 
is a direction to the contrary within the meaning of sub-section 3, of | ®! ZAth Oct a r, waica fixed i o'clock as the closing hour on the first 

section 5. It is, however, to be observed that the direction to the con ron days of the week (ant p. 50), was issued on the 27th ult It differs 

trary, which is dealt with by the sub-section, is primarily, at all | ‘"C™ ‘© previous Order 

events, a direction entirely prohibiting the appointment of the Publi: 1) Fixing 8 p.m. as tl losing hour on every day of the week other 
frustee, and has no special reference at all to his appointment as a | than Saturday or tl y of the weekly half-holiday, 

sole trustee The language is very different from that of sub-sectior 2) Extending the mption for meals consumed on the premises to 
» of section 10, of the Trustee Act Here it is admitted that, apart | '"¢lude any re treshments consumed on the premises and tobacco supplied 
from the question of number, there is nothing whatever to prevent it a me il for immediate consumptior 

the appointment of the Public Trustee as one of the trustees of the 3) Adding an exempt or the sale of motor or cycle supplies o1 
ill. And even if the provision in the will is to be deemed a direction sories for immediate use, so long as the shop is kept open and 

that the Public Trustee, like any other trustee, is to be one of not Lagat nly for such time as is necessary for serving the customer, 

less than three (which I very much doubt, having regard to the en ere a shop is already required by any Order under the Shops Act 

tirely new constitution and position of the statutory corporation con- | to clos y day at an earlier hour than 8 (Saturday 9), it will stil 

stituted by the Public Trustee Act), I am of opinion that this dire 
tion is surmounted by the concluding words of sub-section 1. of section 
5, of the Act, and is not a direction to the contrary within the true , 
meaning of sub-section 5 of section 10 Accordingly, I propose to Controlled Establishments. 

declare that on the true construction of the will, and in the events ; s — 

vhich have happened, the applicants have power to appoint the Publi: r e Minister of Munitions announces that he has made further orders 
rrustee sole trustee of the will in their place.—Covunser, Mark J under the Munitions of War Acts under “ uch eevee y <ew additional 

Romer, K.C., and B. A. Hall; Sheldon. Sortcrrors, J. Theoslore | tablishmer have been declared controlled establishments The total 

Goddard & Co.; Fultons nur yf trolled establishments is now 4,3 


(Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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rd Bryce appeared n the J'imes of the 


A League of Peace. 
New Orders, &c. sccsiilie Gia ae of Peace 


New Statutes. 
3lst October the Roval Assent was g 


‘onsolidated Fund (No, 5) Act, 191f¢ 
sarceny Act, 1916. 


my friend Professor Gilbert Murray say ! our columns 
ve ard Grey of Falloden’s statement of ou in this war is 
te and convincing. Our cor ence is clear. Our cause 1s 
bly the cause of 1 gnt The hy e whole sritish people 

t was never united in any war before in its resolve to 

war to a victory so decisive as to destroy that system of 

; ressive militarism which has brought these calamities upon the world 

War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 3 | been my own feeling trom the first; but if any persons have 
doubt t must surely have ceased to do so after watching the 

y which the Central Powers have carried on warfare 

1. An Order in Council, dated 27th October, varving the Statutory sut the point on which I desire to say a word is the question men 
under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of Powers) Act, 1915. | tiones y rd Grey which Professor Murray's letter emphasises. Are 
removing from the United States list the Petroleum Products Com t ne | nations prepared to undertake and fulfil the responsibilities 

of California, Inc., San Francisco, California hicl e formation, after the war and after the treaty of peace, of a 

2. A Foreign Office Notice, dated 27th October, that certain additions - = eague of Peace would impose upon on h ot those who had 
have been made to the lists pul lished as a supplement to the London This q lestion 18, Of course, Specialy Important as regards 
(razette of 14th August, 1916, of persons to whom articles to be exported : 
China and Siam may be consigned. ggestion oO , 


3. A Not _ that orders have been made by tl ird of Trade under ; V » at this moment to predict what th pinion or 
Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 916, requiring four | action of the people of the United States may be after the war has 
businesses to be wound up, bringing the total to 344. or = s only then that the question can arise in a practical 


The London Gazette of 27th October ntains the following 


1eutral nations—the nation from whose statesmen the 
League (agreeing in principle wit! 


» years ago) has now come. 


he Lor lon Gazette of 31st October « mtains the follow ng 


t © tame int out the immense importance of the declara 
1. A Notice that appointments have been made to the Appeal Tribunals | U0" ade bv lson and Mr Hughes as the leaders of the two 
inder the Military Service Act, 1916, as follows :—Counties of Cumber- | great American parties. Both have declared that America can no 
ind and Westmorland (1), County of Oxford (3). the North Riding of | 'omge! r old p ligy of isolation th have describ in 
Yorkshire (1). i stror rms the interest the American people has the 
ind the duty \ | ’ it ¢ i peace loving 
tmost for securing the y of the world in future 
ombination for the restraint of aggression and the 
ation yf A genera] peace. No d ssent from the vie 
6. An Admiralty Notice to Mariners, dated 24th October (No. 1181 of | { ‘ know, come from any responsible quarter in 
the year 1916), England, East Coast, defining the limits of prohibited | the one poit entioned in the Presidential Elect 
inchorage at Harwich Harbour Entrance iwreem¢ has arisen. it not these declaratior 


5. A Notice that an order has been made by the Board of Trade under 
the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring another 
business to be wound up. inging the total to 345, 


THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 


GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON. 
ENGLAND’S greatest asset is her Children. 


This Hospital finds itself hampered for want of funds to enable it, by saving infant life, to exert greater effort to 
counterbalance the drain of War upon the manhood of the Nation. 
Read what the Men at the Front say: 


‘*1 beg to enclose a cheque for £22 as a gift to the Great Ormond Street Children's Hospital from the 
Honourable Artillery Company, being the proceeds of a collection made at the Front, | trust the noble work of 
the Hespital goes on apace.’"’ 


‘* dt would have cheered you to see how generously the Officers and Men emptied their pockets In response to 
the cali of the children at home; for nearly every soldier has something of the child's heart in him."' 
Will you also please remember “the call of the Children.” 
Forms of Gift by Will to this Hospital can be obtained on application to 


JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretary. 
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true, he condemned the 


Lapsed Assurance Policies. 


House mmons on Wednesday Mr. Runciman, replying to 
} thie 2 412.000 assurance policies had been 


irance Co. alone during the last two years, 
independent mquiry instituted on the lapsing 


which the assurance companies had evaded 








the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, said :—The figure given in 
the hon. and gallant gentleman’s question is in accordance with the 
particulars appearing in the published reports of the Prudential Assur 
ince Co. (Limited), except that the number appears to include sur 
iders of policies in the ordinary branch, and I am informed by the 
mpany that it also includes policies which have been discontinued 
n a fully paid-up policy has been issued and policies on which no 
ims have been paid. I understand that two-thirds of the lapsed 
had been in existence less than a year, and three quarters less 
rs. As the hon, and gallant member is aware, the Courts 
Powers) Act prevents the lapsing of industrial policies for 
), on which premiums have been paid for two 
thout the consent of the Court. IL am considering whether any 
nal safeguards are required besides those contained in the Act. 

vr Hunt Is the right hon. gentleman aware that instructions 
issued to agents by superintendents that where payments got 
to arrears new policies were to be issued, and is the effect of this that 
the old policy lapses and the insurance company get out of paying any, 
y, money on the old policy? Mr. Runciman: | was not 
he instructions having been issued. If the hon. and gallant 
will give particulars of cases I will have them inquired into. 
Booth : Is the right hon. gentleman aware that the company is 
iring its policies with regard to soldiers and sailors who meet with 
uuigh not legally bound to do so, and is making gratuitous pay 
the extent of hundreds of thousands of pounds? Mr. 
I don’t know the amount of the allowances made, but the 

ve informed me they are making allowances. 


t xceeding BZ 


The Treatment of Criminals. 


annual meeting of the Police Court Mission of the Church of 

ce Society, held in the Middle Temple Hall on Tues 

Willesden, who presided, read a letter received from 

h he sai “T have spoken to the King, and 

your stating at to-morrow’s meeting on behalt 

n that their Majesties highly appreciate the 

sion,”’ Letters were also read from Queen 

b ane p of London expressing sympathy with the work. 

Parmoor, 8} c m the reform of the criminal, mentioned 

year », as chairman of a Court of Quarter Sessions, he gave 

imprisonment to an old offender, but he arranged to take the 

his employment on his coming out of prison. ‘He had employed 

! and never was there a man who in every 

Reform could never be accom 

vith offenders was shown in those practical 

dividuals to begin new lives. He was con 

ational rality depended on maintaining home life on its 

Venereal disease increased enormously under war condi 

s needed by society was the com yulsory detention in a 

of every convicted criminal a was suspected by 
to be a sufferer from venereal disease. 

peaking from twenty-six years’ knowledge of 

its work had increased since the war began 

irge number of girls, aged between sixteen and twenty one, 

ed between ten and twenty, who had passed into the Courts 
The w oh of the Mission was essentially war work. 












reformed. 





The Slingsby Baby Appeal. 


House of Lords on Tuesday, says the 7'imes, in the case of 
I I guard in ad litem) v. Ifforney General and Others 
1 Hal lane, Lord Kinnear, Lord Shaw of Dunfermline, and 
M Mr. Schiller, K.C., on behalf of the appellant, applied 
nement of the hearing of the appeal for six months. The 
his application was that for the moment Mr. Slingsby, the 
eunrdian ad litem, was not in a position to raise the necessary funds. 
Mr. Slingsby was a retired naval officer, but on the outbreak of the wat 
| 1 offered his services to the nati n. and was at present in com 
1 mine-sweeper. He was tenant for life of certain estates, 
luced an income of about £3,000,a year. Th estates were 
course of being sold, and it was expected that the sale would 
in ncrease n his income 
earing before Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane, who decided in favour 
vecupied fourteen days, and the hearing before the 
ghteen days. The Court of Appeal reversed 
judgment of Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane (see 32 Times Law 
364), and by their order Mr. Slingsby, as guardian ad litem 
lled upon pers lly to pay the costs of the appeal. Those 
re extraordinarily heavy, and to meet them he bad beet 
nsure his life for a large amount. In the special circum 
counsel asked the House to accede to the application 
‘ on behalf of the persons cited, opposed the applica 
tion. but in answer to a suggestion from Lord Haldane he said that he 


pet tione! 


t of Appeal occupied « 


rdid not ject to a postponement for one month. 


t 


Mr. Pilcher appeared for the Attorney-General. 
Lord Haldane said that their lordships were all of opinion that it was 
contrary to principle to postpone the hearing of this appeal for six 
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nm in — 
. the months, but, Mr, Gover not objecting, they would allow a postponement | School, Pwllheli. At the age of twelve he entered the service of Mr. 
ssul of a month, and would order that the case should not be in the paper | El rris Roberts, solicitor, Pwilheli, as a clerk. A few months 
sul before lst December. 1] rieshit Portmadoc., 
the atiecitamsinesaiiinitninintnmmadt In hn irl ! ude elsh igregatn ministry, 
nued | t data nt r ol pels round m 1 ntually 
h no Ob 
psed ituary. 
$3 ~ . r 
= Mr. George Elliott, K.C. 
8 for We regret to record that Mr. George Elliott, K.C., died in a nursing 
' two home in London on the 2/th ult., at the age of filty-six. Although, says | 
any the /'1mes, he had been suffering for some months from an illness which | 
ct. jed his friends to fear the worst, the announcement of his death—made | 
tions in the Divisional Court upon the calling of a case in which he had held a 
§ got brief—came as a shock to those present, and elicited a fitting tribute of 
that sorrow from the Lord Chief Justice. In a moment the memory became an 
any, poignant of his quiet eloquence, his imperturbable good humour, hi 
not gemality and complaisance of manner, and, in short, all the gifts of good 
llant tellowship that were his. Those members of the public who had not 
into. the privilege to be classed among his friends will remember him as a ! Ger 
ly is successful advocate in the criminal courts for many years. , With 
with Mr, Elliott was born at Luton in 1860, and after receiving his educa- | "* pu ell set to Wels! el e he 
pa) tion at Mill Hill School he read for the Bar. He was called by the | #'! aT 4 put I at ed compat y bittie 
Mr. Inner Temple in 1882, and when he was little more than twenty-one wet nd literature, al Oly the 
t the years of age he entered the chambers of Sir Edward Clarke. His the emb 


practice on the South-Eastern Circuit grew quickly, and he soon gained 
a reputation for his kngwledge of the Licensing Acts and practice and of 
the criminal law. At the Old Bailey he leaves a long and conspicuous 
record. There and elsewhere he held briefs in a large number of cases 


f repartee 


which attracted a widespread public interest. Among these were th 
cases of the Diamond Jubilee Syndicate frauds, the trials of th t 
h of Farm murderer, of Chapman, the poisuner, Devereux (the 
rues case ’’), and Rayner, the murderer of Mr. Whiteley. He also appr edhee’ 
from for the accused in several of the recent spy trials, including thos¢ eee 
and Lody and Muller. In every case in which he was engaged his ad y L Eeenener 0: 
ehalt though not brilliant, was marked by skill, acuteness, and common sens we 
. the and he brought to his work a sympathetic mind that was well acquainte 
ueen with human nature. On that account, where the arts of reasoning wer 
ork. unlikely to prevail, few members of the Bar have been able to rival 
oned eloquence in appeals ad misericordiam. 
gave Mr. Elliott took silk in 1909. He stgod twice as Unionist cand 
. the for South Bedfordshire, without success He married, in 188 
oved Charlotte, youngest daughter of Mr. Frederick Farr, a surgeon, and ly 
very leaves two sons (the elder of whom is serving in Mesopotamia) and 
com three daughters. 
tical On Wednesday afternoon a memorial service for Mr. Elliott was | 
con held at St. Clement Dane’s Church, Strand. Among those present 
n its were: Sir Edward Clarke, Mr. A. H. -Bodkin, Mr. Travers Hum 
ndi phreys, Mr. H. F. Dickens, K.C., Sir Charles Mathews, Mr. Marshal! 
mn a Hall, K.C., Mr. H. Courthope Munroe, K.C., Mr. C. F. Vachell 
| by K.C., Mr. Curtis Bennett, Sir Henry Birchenough, Sir Forrest Fulton, | Qui ante diem periit, 
Admiral and Mrs. Rudd, Mr. G. Crispe Whiteley, and Sir Albert ie a ie ene ; 
= Bosanquet. An address was delivered by the Rev. Stewart F. L sed miles, sed pro patria. 
egan Bernays, M.A., Rector of Stanmore, who spoke in feeling terms, which | ae 


Second Lieutenant Allan G. Condi. 


in GeorcEe Conpt, Border Reg 
j ; orfu, and irs. 


vas educated 


yurts Elliott's religious and social life. 


Mr. Thomas Jones. 


The death took place on Sunday, the 22nd ult., at the age of seventy School 


one, appealed to all his hearers, of the sincerity and simplicity of Mr. | 
| 


eight years, of Mr, Thomas Jones, solicitor, Portmadoc, a well-known | shortly af 
lawyer-poet in North Wales, whose bardic title was ‘*Cynhaiarn.”” He | Allan H 
e of had been in failing health for some years. On Thursday night he had a He 
hers, seizure, and passed away without recovering cons« iousness. | 


and Mr. Thomas Jones, says The Cambrian News, who was a bachelor, 
lied was a native of Pwllheli, and was educated at Penlleiniau National 
The a 


the 


= W. WHITELEY, LTD., 


ites, 


were AUCTIONEERS, EXPERT VALUERS, AND STATE AGENTS, 


= QUEEN’S ROAD, Lonpon., Ww. 


tl oe 


cs LUATIONS ror PROBAT 


hose 
bee! 


“um ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, &c. 


Lion 


aa AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


‘Puoxk No.: PARK ONE (40 Livzs). TeLecRaMs; “ WHITELEY, LONDON.” 
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Second Lieutenant William C. Hales. 


Second Lieutenant Wituiam Cirrrorp Haves, R. Berkshire Regiment, 
who was killed on 25rd October, aged twenty-five, was the only son of 
Mr. and Mrs. W. H. Hales, of Wimbledon. He was educated at King’s 
College, Wimbledon, and matriculated at London University In July, 
1909, he was articled to Mr. Archibald W. Stirling, of Messrs. Maddison, 
Stirling, Humm & Davies, of 33, Old Jewry, E.C., and passed his Law 
Final Examinatio1 June, 1914. He enlisted in the month following 
the declaration of war in the Norfolk Regiment, and took a commission 

March. 1915, being gazetted to the Berkshire Regiment. He married, 


on 27th Apr 19] M Athol Harris, of Wimbledo: 


Legal News, 


Honours. 


The King has conferred the honour of Knighthood upon Mr. Justice 
Henry Anrrep) McCarpte. 

The King ha ferred the honour of a Baronetcy of the United 
Kingdom upon L. Worraineton Evans, Esq., M.P 

Major Wort gton Evans, who has represented Colchester as a 
Union'st since 1910, was appointed D.A.Q.M.G. at York in October, 1914, 
nd in August of the follewing year became Parliamentary Private 
Secretar the Financial Secretary to the War Office. Last January 
he was appointed Controller of the newly-created Foreign Trade Depart 
ment of the Fore Office which was nstituted to deal with the 
prevention of trading by British firms and companies with the enemy 
He was afterwards appointed to control also a Finance Section of the 


Foreign Office, formed to deal with financial matters connected with 
During the debates on Mr. Llo 


the | kad d George's Insurance Act 
he distinguished himself by his grasp both of the principles and the 
details of the measure 
Se 1 Lieuter 0. H. Cooke, of the 8th King’s Own Yorkshire 
Light Infants i recentivy been awarded the Mi itary Cross for 
braverv in act he battlefield in France on the Ist October He 
inded in the attack, but is progressing satisfactorily He 
obta 1 degree of M.A, and B.C.L. at Merton College, Oxford, was 
called to the Ba Inner Temple) in 1908, and subsequently joined the 
Chester and North Wales Circuit. After that he obtained an appoint 
ment in Ron and left there immediately the war broke out and joined 
the Inns of Court O.T.C. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution. 
ATKINS, and M. W. Rocer, solicitors 
Nelson, Son, & Plews), 81, Cannon 
London, E.¢ October 1 Albert Young Hyland and Morrice 
Wilson Roger will practise together at 81, Cannon-street aforesaid, under 


the style or firm of Hyland & Roger Perey Colquhoun Atkins wil 
practise alone at 31, Budge-row, Cann street, under the said style or 


Percy C 
Hyland, Atkir & Roger, and 





firm of Nelson, Son, & Plews. Gazette, October 27 
RicHaRD CARTWRIGHT licitor (Richd. Cartwright), 230, Great Port 
nd-street, in the inty of Londor 12th October. The practice will 

he carried on | Francis Henry White and Henry Charlesworth 

Needham, Gazette, Oct, 31. 

General. 
Mr. 7 nas Henry Bolton, of Church-street, Steyning, Sussex, 

Chancery Tax Master, and Master of the Supreme Court, formerly 

M.P. for North St. Pa is, left estate of gross value £5,760. 


Mi Thomas Jones, aged ninety of Queen street, Durham, notary 
b] Archdeaconries of Durham and Northumber 
tor of the South Hetton Colliery 
since 1848, left estate of gross 


public, and Registrar of the 
and, for a long period managing direc 
Company, and a Freeman of the city 
value £31,161. 
In the House of Commons on Wednesday Major Hunt asked the 
Prime Minister whether it was intended that the millions held for 
Germans by the Public Trustee till the end of the war were to be 
considered an asset for Germany 
British businesses in Germany treated 
itment of enemy 
property 
for consideration in connection 
interest to 
manner n 


the terms of peace; ar d, if so, were 
Mr. Asquith : 
present in the 


hands of enemy 


n the same way 
The question of the tre property at 
hands of the custodian and of British 
Governments will necessarily come up 
with the terms of peace, but it would not be in the publi 
make any statement at the present time as to the precise 
vhich His Majesty's Government would propose that the matter should 
be dealt with. Sir E. i for an answer to the question whether 
British businesses in Germany were treated in the same way, and Mr. 
nto the matter 


In the 


Carson aske« 


Asquith promised to inquire 
An offi al | st, brought up to Zlst Ox tober, has now been iss ied by the 
harities entered in the Combined 


Charity Commissioners of the various « 
Further 


Register of Charities registered under the War Charities Act. 





LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1863. 

Capital Stock .. ons ous om om «= £400,000 
Debenture Stock wai oa _ on «+ £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON, 
Forms of Propesal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Offess. 

G. H. MAYNE, Secretary. 





from time to time. Copies of the list may be 
obtained, at the price of 3d. each, either directly or through any book- 
seller, from Wyman & Sons, Ltd., 29, Breams buildings, Fetter-lane, E.C. 


issued 


A Reuter’s message from Cincinnati, dated 26th October, says Pres 
dent W ilson, in a speech advocating a league of nations after the present 
war to maintain peace, predicted that this would be the last world-war 
the United States would be able to keep out of. He said the nation 
should be ready to use physical force, if necessary, to assist in prevent- 
ing war, and added that at times, in present conditions, the duties of 
neutrals were most difficult. 

In the House of Commons on Wednesday, answering Mr. MacVeagh, 
Mr. Runciman said :—Lists of cases in respect of which orders have been 
made under section 1 of the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 
1916, are published from time to time in the London Gazette and in the 
Board of Trade Journal. A return of such cases is also made to Par 
hament every two months. It would be impracticable without the 
expenditure of a very great deal of time and labour to furnish particulars 
as to how the assets are being realised in each of the 344 cases in which 
orders have been made, 

The London County Council recently resolved that in future all licences 
granted by them for music, music and dancing, or cinematograph 
exhibitions should be subject to a condition relating to a certain class 
women. The form of licence at present in use under section 14 of 
the General Powers Act, 1915, provides that the licensee: Do in all 
things conduct the said house or place decently, soberly, and orderly, 
according to the true intent and meaning of this licence, and of the said 
Acts of Parliament. The Theatres and Music Halls Committee suggest 
the inclusion of the following clauses in the revised form of licence :— 

ili.) That the licensee shall in all things conduct the said house or 
and orderly, and that nothing contrary to 
obriety, decency, or manners shall be performed, produced, 
exhibited, o1 represented therein. 

v.) That no part of the said house or place shall habitually be used 
by prostitutes for the purposes of solicitation or otherwise exercising 


place decently, 8 »berly, 


good 


their calling. 

Reference was made in the Divorce Court on the 26th ult. by Mr, 
Justice Shearman to the recent rules for the maintenance of actions by 
poor suitors. His lordship said that he was one of those who had tried 
for years to get reforms for the benefit of pauper litigants. His experi- 
ence, however, since he had sat in the Divorce Court was that a govd 
many people sued as paupers who could well afford to pay in the 
The recent rules were abused in the same way as people 
abused hospitals and public funds. Such practices would bring the 
whole scheme into disrepute if they continued. Those concerned should 
strictly investigate the circumstances of each case to see that they were 
such as to entitle the applicant to relief. The system in Scotland was 
better than that in vogue here. There only a limited number of persons 
wefe allowed to act in pauper cases. Here the system seemed haphazard, 
and litigation was often taken up by persons who had no knowledge of 
the practice of the Division. No suit ought to be presented until it 
had boon properly investigated. 

At Bow-street Police Court on Tuesday, before Mr. Graham Campbell 
Anthony John Norris, solicitor, Bedford-row, appeared on remand, 
charged on his own confession with the conversion of £400 entrusted 
William Willes, of Stratford-on-Avon. Mr, Robert 
Humphreys, who represented Mr. Willes, now said he had been 
nstructed not to offer any evidence. <A firm of solicitors had written 
to the defendant stating that they should issue a summons on behalf 
of a former client of his, but their intention was to apply for an orde? 
in the Chancery Division of the High Court and not to take crimin# 
The defendant surrendered to the police before any action 
had been taken. Mr. Harry Wilson, who appeared for the defendant, 
said that he was sixty-eight years of age a ta been on the Rolls fot 
forty years. He was very ill. The magistrate allowed the charge to b 
withdrawn. Messrs. Norris, Allens & Co., of 20, Bedford-row, W.C., 
wish to say that Anthony John Norris is not, and never has been, con 
nected with their firm. 

In the House of Commons on Wednesday, Mr. Runciman, rep!ying 
to Mr. Gwynne, said :—Permission has been given under general licences 
for the payment of patent and trade-mark fees in enemy countries 0 
behalf of British subjects and of similar fees in this country on behal 
of enemies, and also for the payment of freight and other necessaty 
charges in order to enable British owners of cargo on an enemy ship 
lying in a neutral port to obtain possession of such cargo. Licences & 
import specified goods of enemy origin have been issued when it wi 
clearly to the advantage of this country to obtain them, and the sale # 
British-owned goods in enemy countries has been authorized in certa® 
special cases. Payments to enemies have been allowed in certain othet 
cases in order to preserve a British interest. The main consideratioa 
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in all these.cases is that the transaction should be proved to be so greatly 
to the advantage of this country as to justify a relaxation of the pro- 
hibition against trading with the enemy which in other circumstances 
is rigidly enforced. 


Tue ‘Oxford ’’ Sectional Bookcase is the ideal one for anybody who 
is building up a library. It is splendidly finished, with nothing of the 
office stamp about it. The illustrated booklet issued by the manufac- 
turers, William Baker & Co., Ltd., The Broad, Oxford, may be 
obtained gratis, and will certainly prove interesting to book lovers.— 
(Advt.) 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


EMERGENCY APPEAL COURT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
RoTa. No. 1. NEVILLE, EvE. 


Mr. Bloxam Mr. Goldschmidt 
Jolly Bloxam 
Greswell Farmer 
Leach Church 
Borrer Greswe|l 
Goldschmidt Leach 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY. PETERSON, 


Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer 
Greswell Synge 
Borrer Jolly Bloxam 
Synge Bloxam Goldschmidt 
Farmer Goldschmidt Leach 
Bloxam Farmer Church 


Date. 


Mr. Greswell 
Church 
Leach 
Borrer 
Synge 
Jolly 


Monday 
Leach 
Goldschmidt 
Farmer 
Church 
Synge 


Nov. 6.Mr. Borrer 


Mr. Justice 

YOUNGER, 
Mr. Synge 
Borrer 


Mr. Justice 
SARGANT. 


Nov. 6 Mr, Leach 

7 Goldschmidt 
Cherch 
Greswell 
Jolly 
Borrer 


Date. 


Monday 
Tuesday 7 
Wednesday .. 8 
Thursday .... 9 
i icéésece Oe 
Saturday .... 11 


Circuits of the Judges. 


The following Judges will remain in Town: THE LORD CHIEF JUSTICE 
oF ENGLAND, A. T. LAWRENCE, J., LoRD COLERIDGE, J., ATKIN, J., 
SHEARMAN, J., and SANKEY, J., during the whole of the Circuits ; the 
other Judges till their respective Commission Days. 


OXForD. 
McCardie, J. 
Worcester 

Shrewsbury 


Monmouth 
Hereford 


Reading 
Gloucester 


a 
4 
te 
:8 
: = 
7g 
| 
: 


Mip.tanp, 
Bailhache, J 
Aylesbury 
Northampton 
Leicester a 
Nottingham - 


Easrary, 
Horridge, J. 
‘ambridge 


8, 
Hertford” 


Norwich 
Chelmsford” 


(2) 


| Rowlatt, J. (1) 


WesTERN, 


Bray, J. 
Salisbury 
| Taunton 
Winchester 
Briatol 2 


| 
| 





WaALes. 


N. anv 8. 

Bray, J. (2) 

Lush, J. (1) 
Civ, & Crim.) 
Jarmarthen . 
Civ, & Crim.) 


Ruthin 
jeter 


N. Easteey. 
Darling, J. (2) | 
Low, J. (1) 


2) 
] 
Darham 


Noaraery. 
Ridley, J. ( 
Avory, J. ( 

Lancaster 


1916, 
12 
<_ 
14 
A: 18 
” bth) 


Z 


ASSIZES, 
Wednesday ,, 
Wednesday , 
‘Thursday 


Commission Days. 
Thursday, Oct. 
Friday 
Saturday 
Tuesday 
Friday 
Saturday 
Monday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friday 
Saturday 
Monday 
Tuesday 
Wed., 
Thursday 
Friday 
Saturday 
Monday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 
Thursday 
Friday 
Saturday 
Tuesday 
Wed., Dec. 


The Property Mart 


Forthcoming Auctior Sale. ' 


Nov. 8.—Messrs. H. E, FosterR & CRANFIELD, at the Mart, at 2: 
tisement back page, this week). 


Shares (see adver 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day OF CLAIM. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY Oct. 27. 


BALDWIN, CHARLES HENRY, Erdington, Birmingham, Ironmonger Dec! East & Smith 
Birmingham 

BAND, JANE, Nottingham Nov24 Martin & Sons, Nottingham 

BIRCH, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Pall Mall Nov 30 Reynolds & James, Birmingham 

BLACKBURN, WILLIAM, Eston, nr Middlesbrough Nov 24 Thompson, Middlesbrough 

BOWLAND, HENRY JOHN, Kingston upon Hull, Advertising Contractor DecS8 Manley & 
Lowson, Hull 

BULLEN-SMITH, JEMIMA, Ryde, Isle of Wight Nov 18 Vincent, Ryde, Isle of Wight 

BULLOCK, LouIsA, Warwick Nov28 Wright & (0, Leamington 

BUSCHE, GEORG VON DEM, Hamburg,Germany Nov27 Reader & Co, Coleman st 

CATLEY, JAMES, Wanstead, Essex Nov 26 Slaughter & Col grave, Arundel st 

CHORLEY, MARY, Westbury, Wilts Dee 1 Watts, Bristol 

COSFORD, THOMAS GAMMAGE, Northampton Dee 20 Shoosmith & Son, Northampton 

CRATES, JOHN, Tunbridge Wells, Builder Nov 18 Buss & Levett, Tambridge Wells. 

DOYLE, MARY MARGARET SABINA, Liverpool Nov 30 Bartley & Co, Liverpool 

EDEN, MARY, Harrogate Nov4 C H & J Bramley, Harrogate 

EDWARDS, GEORGE, Clapham rd Nov 30 Hicks & Co, King st, Cov nt Garden 

EVANS, JOHN, Liverpool, Civil Engineer Nov 30 Mason & Co, Liverpool 

FIRTH, HENRY BRANSON, Andover, Hants Nov 30 Kekewich & Co, Suffolk In 

GEORGE, ELIZABETH, Hockley, Birmingham Decl East & Smith, Birmingham 

HAGUE, WILLIAM, Crumpsall, Manch ster Nov 30 Howard & Co, Manchester 

HALLETT, GEORGE, Shipowner, West Malvern, Worcester Nov 30 Stephens & Co, 
Cardiff 

HARKER SARAH, Cockermouth Nov 25 

HARRINGTON, JOHN, Brighton Dee 16 

HARVEY, JOHN, Ilkeston, Derby, Licensed Victualler Nov 24 
tingham 

HEATH, HELEN, Cheltenham Nov 3) Heath & Eckersall, Cheltenham 

HODGKINSON, ALAN, Oxford DecS Markland & Whitehead, Manchester 

JONES, EMILY ALICE, Southampton Dec9 Pain & Co, Southampton 

JONES, WILLIAM, Middlewich, Chester Nov 25 Holland & Holland, Middlewich 

LANFRANCHI, JOSEPH AUGUSTINO, Gravesend, Caterer Nov 24 B & F Tolharst, 
Gravesend 

LOWENADLER, LARS JOHAN FREDRIK, Fenchurch av Nov 30 
bidgs 

MORANT, GEORGE CHRISTOPHER, Hove, Sussex De 
Broad st 

MURRAY, WILLIAM, Vancouver, British Columbia 

PARKMAN, EMILY REBECCA, East Cowes, Isle of Wight 
Isle of Wight 

PARRY, WILLIAM, Holmer, Hereford, Farmer Nov 24 Corner & Wadsworth, Hereford 

PRIEST, LESLIE GORDON, Heath drive, Hampstead Nov 30 J & M Solomon, Finsbury 
pymt 

PROWSE, CECIL IRBY, Liphook, Hants Nov 20 

REMER, JOHN SUTTON, Woolton, Liverpool, Timber Merchant Dec 1 

RENNINSON, ARTHUR GEORGE, Tunbridge Wells, Licensed Victualler 
& Sons, Gresham st 

ROWLAND, JOHN, Yenston, Somerset, Farmer Nov 25 Bartlett & Sons, Sherborne 
Dorset 

SHAND, WILLIAM GARROW, Salford Nov 15 

SOUTHARD, ARTHUR, St Dunstan's hill, Wine and Spirit Broker Dec 8 
Leadenhall st 

SMITH, SAMUEL JAMES, Cheltenham 

STORRAR, ANDREW, Chester Nov 28 

STRUTHERS, ROBERT, Chiswick Nov 28 

TALLENT, LAURA, Bungay, Suffolk Aug 18 Bull apd Bull, Stone bidgs, Lincoln's inn 

PaYLOR, MAURICE LLEWELLYN, Admiralty Dec 1 Taylor, Lincoln's inn flelds 

TUTON, JOHN, Keyingham, Yorke, Faamer Dec 8 Manley & Lowson, Hull 

VERRINDER. THOMAS, Florence rd, Kalin’ Nov 30 Pearce & Nicholls, Clement's inn 

WADE, SAMUEL CoOK LIGHTFOOT, Hornsea, Yorks Nov 27 Frankish & Co, Hull 

WALSHAM, FLORENCE DOWAGER Dame, Walsham, Hereford Nov 30 Corbould & Co 
Henrietta st, Cavendish sq 

WATKINS, JANE, Birmingham Dec 1 

WEBSrER, KATE, Longfield, Kent Nov 24 

WESTMACOTT, ANNETTE BEATRICE, Ascot, 
fields 


Todd. Whitehaven 
Cushman & Cuningham, Brighton 
Martin & Sons, Not- 


Bristows & Co, Copthall 
E F & H Lapdon, New 


Dec 24 Witty, Old Jewry chmbrs 
Dec 2 Bailey, jun, Newport 


Smythe & Brettell, Basinghall st 
Nield, Liverpool 
Dec 1 Sherrard 


Field & Cunningham, Manchester 
Fairbrother 


Nov 80 Steel & Co, Cheltenham 
Hughes, Chester 
Barnard & Taylor, Lincoln's inn flelds 


East & Smith, Birmingham 

B& F Jolhurst, Gravesend 

Berks Dec 1 Valpy & Co, Lincolu’s Inn 

WRITE, HAROLD, Luton, Beds, Chemist Dec 1 Gates,*Luton 

WILSON, HENRIETTA, St Leonards on Sea Dec 7 Cheesman, Brighton 

WILSON, NORMAN MACCAULL, Liscard, Wallasey, Chester Nov <7 
Liverpool 

W ooD, LOUISA HARRIETT CROMWELL, Bariies, Widow Nov 25 

King’s Bench walk 


Snowball & Co, 


Griffinhoofe & Brewster, 


London Gazette, —TURSDAY, Oct. 31. 


BALLANTINE, JULIA FLORENCE, Westcliff on Sea, Eesex Dec8S G & G Keith, Southamp- 
ton st, Holborn e 
BELL, MARY ANN EMILY KAT, Milkwoo!rd Brixton Dec 2) James & Jame’, Ely pl 
BEMAND, WILLIAM, Wednesbury, Staffs Nov30 Thoersfield, Birminghom 
BIDWELL, GEORGE WOOPWARD, Huntingdon Nov 25 Hunnyban & Sons, Huntingdon 
BIGNELL, MARY SYBELLA, John st, Mayfair Nov 30 Trower & Co, New 8q, Lincoln's 
inn fielus 
BooTu, JAMES THOMAS, Bradford Nov 1 
BREWIS, EDWARD, Tottenham lee 15 
BROOM, AUGUSTUS, Pall Mall Dee 4 
BUGUET, CLEMENTINA SorHia, Ile et 
Southampton 
CARLISLE, Miss EpITH 
New sq 
CHAMBERS, HENRY DAVID GreGORY, Croydon Dec5 
CHAPMAN, Ro*a, Yeovil Nov 18 Watts & Co, Yeovil 
COOPER, FREDERICK Ropert, Winchester Novi4 Warner & Kirb’, Winchester 
DANIEL, THOMAS HENRY, Moseley, Birmingham Nov 30 Reece & Davis, Birmingham 
DEAN, EDWIN, Liverpool, Slate Merchant Nov 20 Laces & Co, Liverpool 
EpEN, Licut the Hon WILLIAM ALPRED MorTON, Bournemouth Dec 16 Burgess & Co 
New sq, Lincoln's inn 
EDMONDSON, HERBERT, Wakefield, Architect Dee 1 Mason & Co, Wakefield 
GRANTHAM, ELIZABETH, Buckingham Nov 28 Law, Buckingham 
GRONER, BERNARD, North gate, Kegent’s Park, Furrier Dec 18 


Newell & Co, Bradford 
Carter & Barber, Eldon st 
Stephenson & Co, Lombard st 
Vilaine, France Dec 4 Green & Co 


MARIA FRANCES, Newenden, Kent Nov 30 Rider & Co, 


Curtis & Collier, Regent st 


Auning & Uo, Cheap- 





side 
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HARPER, Rev Freprrick, Withington, Salop Nov 10 Povey-Harper Birmingham NornMAN, ANN AMY, Norwich, Dec 2 Blyth, Norwich 
HARRISON, ARTHUR, Leeds, Worsted Coating Manufacturer Decl Hulmer & Co, Leeds PEARSON, MARY, Southampton Nov 30 Blunt & Brocklehurst, Macclesfield 
JENNINGS. ELIZABETH HAWDON, Carlisle Nov 10 Dobinson & Watson, Carlisle PIKE, EptrTH, Princes rd, Kennington Nov 28 Sydney, Renfrew rd. Lambeth 
6 Greenwell & Co, Pore, ANDREW, Saltash, Cornwall, General Dealer, Dec 9 Porter, Piymouth 
nacelles PRIDMORR, FRANK ANDREWS, Lessar av, Clapham Common, Chart Agent's Clerk Dec 4 
1 Pw Torts. 8t Asaph, Flint Nov 2 wis, D nbigh Potter & Co, Queen Victoria st 
MoLA wIRALD. Sheffield Nov © Son, Wigan RICHARDS, TeM, Breage, Cornwall De'14 Tyacke & Son, Helston 
C, Maxwelltown, Dumf Nov 17 Re ‘ vidsen RYLAND, MARY DvER, Bristol Nov 30 Fussell & Co, Bristol 
. SELWYN, LILLY ALLEN, and SELWYN, ALLEN HAMMOND, Scarsdale villas, Kensir gton 
1, Encinee ec 1 Dec 12 Lewis & Yglesias, Old Jewry 
SwWiFt GEORGINA, Eastbourne Nov °8 Langham & Swift, Eastbourne 
nier- Williams Vertcn, WILLIAM Scott, Haslemere, Su rey Nov 30 Caron & Sparkes, Guildford 
WHITLOCK, DrRAYycoTT KELLY, Southampton, Dental Surgeon Dec 4 Ewing, Sout 
amy ton 
WILLIAMSON, JOHN WILLIAM, Holbeck, Leeds, Joiner Dec# Middleton & Sons. Leeds 
WRIGHT, GRORGINA CHARLOTTE, Eastbourne Dec4 Bird & Sons, Young st, Keveing’ on 
YouDAN, GEORGE, Fairbridge rd, Upper Holloway Nov30 Lander & Co, Chancery ! 


LEN ANGELA JEAN FANNY, Alexandra rd, Hampstead Dex 





) = 7 T ° — JOHNSON, ASHTON ERNEST, Cratfleld Suffolk, Grocer : SWINBURNE, WILLIAM, Hawarden, Flint, Traveller Liver 
Bankruptcy Notices. Great Yarmouth Pet Oct 25 Ord Oct 25" pool Pet Oct 3 Pet Oct 23" 
‘ Jonrs, Morcay, Lilangadock, Carmarthenshire, Licensed ToNKIN, WILLIAM KE&RNICK, Teignmouth, Cinema Pro 
Senden 6 TUESDAY, Oct. 24 Victualler Carmarthen Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 prictor Exeter PetSept12 Ora Oct 23 
WA\ , GEORGE ALEXANDER, Hounslow, Medical Prac aa m c 
ADJ UDICATIONS titioner Brentford Pet Oct 24 Ord Oct 24 Amended Notice substituted for that published 
H, Colehe Porrer, WILLIAM SAMUEL, New Edlingt , nr Doncaster, inthe London Gazatte of Jun» 27: 
O«d Oct 20 Coal Miner Wakefield Pet Oct 24 Ori Oct 24 MaCQUEEN, LEONARD ELSTON, Haymarket, Tailor High 
, . ’ ins : Court Pet May 3 Ord June 22 
FIRST MEETING3. 


ADDERLEY, Hon RALPH Bowyer, Comeragh rd, West ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 


Kensington Nov7ati11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st KELSON, Harry, Rotherham. Yorks, Insurance Broker 
A MoS, GEORGE MARLBOROUGH, Colchester, Coal M+rchant Sheffield Adjud July 30,1910 Annul Oct 26, 1916 
- , Nov 4at 11.30 Cups Hotel, Co'chester 
ARO Best, HARRY, Wareham, Dorset, Greengrocer Nov 3 at P 
Mancheste 1230 100° Rich et (frst floor), Poole Lonion Gazette. —TUESDAY, Oct. 13. 
AMPBELL, Capt DUNCAN F, Northum!erland av Nov 7 RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Hulm Manche ter ; atl = Mankru ldgs, C: 
; ptey bidgs, Carey st — ~ fa = ieee a ae 
Pet Oct 16 Ord O ARTMAN, WILLIAM Henry, Harrogate, Plumber Nov 7 — —~ ~ 1 Essex, Currier, Che!msford Pet 


risbad st, Caledonian rd, Carman . y ¢ ec The Rex oO . unco » ) fork 
Court Pet Oct ll Ord Oct 19 ( arrenis LE — Ceamaes Wanton, Eiboord caer BRATHWRLL, ALPRED WILLIAM, Wombwe'l, Yorks, Be. z0l 
WILLIAM THOMAS, Bran ‘ lire, Hardware Novéat3.15 Off Rec, 7, Buckland terr, Plymouth ‘ Re tifier, Barnsley Pet Oct 27 _ Ord Oct 27 
hant Ma t Pet Sept | Oct DAVIS, WILLIAM, Trehetbert, Glam, Grocer Nov 9at 11.15 C4¥N, ToM, Abbotekerswell, ur Newton Abbot, Baker 
HARRY, Bla 1 ‘ er i ) Off Ree, St Catherine's chmbrsa, St Catherine st Exeter Pet Oct 26 Ord Oct 26 
rd Oct 1 Poatepeiad , DAVIES, DANIEL \berayron, ( ardigan, Grocer Aberystwyth 
KR J ght sh0O8 ) Panrar, FRED, Halifax, Journeyman Mason Pet Oct 25 Ord Oct 25 . , - 
1.18 County Court House, Prescott a ; Davies, D J, Liangynwd, Glam. Licensed Victualler 
FAZAN, WALTER ROBERT, Deodar rd, Putney, Illustrator», Cardiff Pet Oct 12 O.d Oct 27 , 
Mow Qahli 198. York 06. Westentnster Prides 00 ELLIS, ENOcH, Llandudno, Grocer's Assis ant Bangor 
J}ARNETT, CHARLES, Liverpool,Solicitor Nov3eti1l1 Off Pet Oct 37 Ord Oct 27 . 
te 11, Dale st, Liverpool i, ae A a. =) Herecfird Dairyman 
, = “broke « Tottin , ow 7 4 ereford Pet Oct 28 rd Oct 28 
HA 2 Rae we Mery tan is Rae ting Hill §=Nov 7 at) How, Joum WALteR, Burton on Trent, Hay Merch nt 
™ : jurton on Trent Pet Oct 27 Ord Oct 27 
ADJUDICATIONS REANEY, JOSEPH WILLIAM, Heeley, Sheffield, Table Knife 
Cutler 8 effield Pet Oct 26 Ori O t 26 
CARTMAN. WILLIAM Henry. Harrogate, Plumber York SUTCLIFFE, JAMES THOMAS, Accrington, Theatre Proprie- 
Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 tor Blackburn PetOct13 Ord Oct 13 
: DAVIES, WILLIAM, Treherbert, Glam, Grocer Pout,;pridd | WHATLEY, BENJAMIN, Sheffield, Painter Sheffield Pet 
THORNBEE l ! ret Pet Oe. 23 Ord Oct 23 Oct 28 Ord Oct 28 
Oct 21 ; . © DAVISON, NEVILLE H, Horse Guards av High Cour: Pet WILKINS, JAMES, Keynsham, Somerset, Baker Bri-toly 
WHITREHEA taN ILLI t, = : 5 July21 Ord Oct 24 Pet Oct 25 Ord Oct 26 
High Court iy ! FARRAI Frep, Halifax, Journeyman Mason Halifax : 
Pet Oct 24 Ord Oct 24 TTP a1 wo 
FAZAN, WALTER RopeERT, Deodar rd, Putney, Illustrator FIRST MEETINGS. 
Wandsworth Pet Oct 23 Ord Oct 23 BERTIE, WALTER FRANK, Lodge drive, Palmers Green 
GARDNER, FRANCIS STUART, Lyncroft mans, West Hamps- Bailder Nov S8at11.30 14, Bedford row 
ADDERLEY, Hon RALPH Bowyer, Comeragh rd t stead Barnet Pet Ang 30 Ord Oct 25 DaVIgs, DANIEL, Aberayron, Cardigan, Grccer'\ Nov 10 at 
sington High Court Pet Oct 25 Ord Uct JOHN-ON, ASHTON ERNEST, Cratfield, Suffolk, Grocer 1.30 County Court Office, 4, Baker st, Aberystwyth 
Best, HARRY, Wareham, Dorset, Gre ngrocer P Great Yarmouth Pet Oct 25 Ord Oct 25 EDWARDS, EDWIN, Avondale rd, West Green, Tottenh m, 
Oct 24 Ord O ‘ JonES, FRANCIS. Bournemouth, Company Director Poole Boot Repairer Nov 8 at12 14, Bedford row 
CAMPBELL, Capt Duxcan F, Northumberlar 1 lig Pet Sept 7 Ord Oct 23 GARDNER, FRANCIS STUART, Lyncroft mans, West Hamp- 
Court Pet Mar24 Ord Ot 24 JONES - MorGAN, Llangadock, Carmarthenshire Licensed stead Nov 8 at 11 14, Bedford row 
rMaAN, WiturAM Henry, Harrogate Plur r rk Victualler,Carmarthen Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 JonEs, MoRGAN, Lilangadock, Carmarthenshire, Licensed 
1 Ord Oct 21 KURIANSKY, Lovis, Queen's rd, Bayswater, Agent High Victuajler Nov9ati215 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Cur- 
rbert, G Groce pity Court Pet Aug 23 Ord Oct 24 marthen 
MATOR, GEORGE ALEXANDER, Hounslow, Medical Practi- | Moor, WILLIAM THOMAS, Bramhall, Cheshire, Hardware 
irneyman Mas fa et loner Brentford Pet Oct 24 Ord Oct 24 Merchaut Nov 8 at 8 Off Re:, Byrom st, Man- 
PERRY, CRCIL, Maddox st, Accountaht High Court Pet chester 
WALTER ERT, Deodar rd, Pa tor Aug 17 Ord Oct 25 PoTTerR, WILLIAM SAMUEL. Edlington, nr Doncaster, Coal 
Vandsw h P s rd Oct Potter, WILLIAM SAMUBL, New Edlington, nr Doncaster, Miner Nov7atil Off Re-. 21, Kingst, Wakefield 
ERNEST WILLIAM, Yaxham, N Coal Miner Wakefield Pet Oct 24 Ord oct 24 ROGERS, FRANK THOMAS, HERBERT EDWARD ROGERS, and 
h Pet Oct RoGERS, FRANK THOMAS, HERBERT EDWARD ROGERS, and ROSE ELIZABETA ROGERS, Sevenoaks, Kent, Butcher 
a HARRY Cor, Costessey, Norfoll i Rese ELIZBeTH Rogers, Sevenoaks, Kent, Butchers Nov 9 at 2.30 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pi, Brighton 
Oct Ord Oct Cunbridge Wells Pet Sept 30 Ord Oct 24 THORNBER, ALICE MAUD MAryY, Bedford Nov 7 at 3.30 


nis, IAA Ladbroke gr, Notti i i irt | SOLOMON, ABRAHAM, Howland st, Tottenham Court rd, Messrs. Halliley and Morrison, Solicitors, Mill st, 


Pet Sept Urd Oct 2 g Maker High Court Pet Sept 26 Ord, Oct 21 Bedford 


RECEIVING ORDERS 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOORGATH STREET, LONDON, F.C. 
ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERB. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses tor imsertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent va 


application. ; 
POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 
APPhY FORK PROSPECTUS. 
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